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98 92 $195 E of this Ie have dwelt ſo long 
27 3 „% upon the Topiek of LIBERTY, 
4 that too many among us are mis 

* 4 


nifeſtly poſſeſo d with an i-ching 
15 85 A ffectat ion of running the Matter 
* to a greater Length than is meet, 
887225257585 or ought to be tolerated. Univerſal 
Liberty ! I temember, towards 
the Upſhot of the preceding Reign, when Matters 
of State ran high, it was the Opinion of | 
That a ſpeedy Carb ought to be laid upon the 
Luxuriant Freedom and Licenciouſneſs of che Pen 
(as they would — it.) They could not; 
without deep Regret and Indignation, fee thoſe 
Things expos 80 to Publ ick View, which, according 
to the Rules of Politicks, ought. to have been kept 
Secret. But now there are thoſe who think they 
have upon another Account much greater Reaſot 
than thoſe Gentlemen Had, to with that a Regula 


Prion were made among thoſe that manage rhe Quill. 


The moſt Sacred and Myſterious Points of ouf 


| Holy Religion are now handled, and diſputed, pre 


and con. with fuch Yoldneſs and Freedom, as if they 
deſerv'd no greater Regard or Revetence than ſons 


of the Dogm's of Plato, or the Philoſophical Fancies 
of Ariſtotle Aud we are not without Apprehenſions 


chat Attempts WII de made at laſt, to ſubjoct theſd 
A 2 Things 


% 
8 
8 


manacks. | 


[4] 
Things (as awful and myſterious as they are) to 
the ſtrict Laws of Mathematical Demonſtration, that 
we. may no longer be beholding to Faith. Had old 
Father Polzcarp been * alive, he ſhou'd have Oc- 
cation indeed tor his uſual Exclamat ion, Deus bons, 


in quUA tem p. Ya r:ſjervaſts 20s 7 0 my Soul, come not t hot 
imo their Secret. P | 


Di meli, 


In the mean time, We the Cult ivators of the 
Starry Scierce may (I hope) without any Ottence 
or Retlect ion, be ſuffer d to complain ot the no ſmall 
Difficulties we are put to in Stat ing the venerable 
Feail of Eaſter, to the Satisfaction of our Country- 
men. Fain we wou'd tread in the Footſteps of An- 
tiquity in the Obſervat ion of this Feſtival, and de- 
termine it by the Vernal Equinox; but then we are 
countermanded by Rules and Tables in our Com- 
mon- Prayer-Book, by which ue are oblig'd (tho 
with Violence to the Rules of Art, 95 I might 
add, to the Courſe of Nature too) to ſcek tor it 
ſomewhere elſe. The Countrey-man (t ho' he knows 
but lictie of the Equinox, yet) underſtands plain 
Engliſh; and finding in his Book of Common: prayer, 
That Eaſter- Day is always the fi ſt Sunday after the firſt 
Full-nioon which happeus next after the One and Tweatieth 
Day of March, expects ſurely to find Eaſter-Sunday 
in our Almanacks inſerted conformably to that Rule. 
But it's very ſeldom that it's ſo found. Hereupon 
immediately comes upon us a heavy Charge of Miſ- 
takes and Errors; and much blam d ve are for our 
Blunders, eſpecially in ſo eſſential a Part of our Al- 
Some of the Brethren in the Calculatory Faculty 


have mov'd for a Reformation of the Kalendar, 
2 8 | 2 which 
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which (they faid) might be eaſily done without 
much Detriment to any Man, if the Government 
thought fit. And poſſibly Something migut have 
been expected to be done in the Matter in due Time, 
had it not been that Some do think fit to ſhew their 
Diſlike, and (quibus rebus adducti neſcio) ſeem to 
ſtand up in Oppolicion to ſuch a Deſign, inſiſting 
that Things ovgar ſtill to remain in Hatu quo. 

Among theſe who appear as our Oppouents in 
this Particular, One of the molt conſiderable, is the 
Reverend Dr. Prigeaux, Dean of Norwich. Inis 
worthy Man in the Second Part of his Connefion of 
the Hiſtory of the Old and New Teſtament, has given a 


Conjctural Account of the Methods us'd by the 
Ancient Jews for the right Stating and due Obſerr- 


ing of tneir ſeveral Faſts and Feait-Da) s, particular- 
ly that Leading One, I mean, the Paſſover; by 
v hich all the Reſt were regulated and determin'd. 
Then he proceeds to ſhew, How ſometime after 
the Commer:cement of the Evangelic O conomy the 
Chriſtian Paſchal-Feaſt was ingrafted into the Old 
Jewſh One. He alſo gives us a briet Narration of 
the Diſharmony, which, in the firit Ages of Chri- 
ſtianity, obtain d berween the Eaſtern and Weſtern 


Churches, in the Qbſervation of this Feſtival ; where 


he takes Notice of the Caprice of the Roman Biſhop 
Victor, who reſented the Diflent of the Afiatics to ſo 
high a Degree, that he ſent out ( to (peak in the 
Diale& of After- I imes ) his Bull of Excommunica- 
tion againſt them. So early were the Workings of 
an Aſpiring Temper in the Roman Prelates. 

In his Preface to the ſaid Book. He comes to make 
a particular Application and Improvement of the 
ſeveral Heads betore- mention d; wherein he under- 
takes to explicate and unriddle what has hitherto 
been look'd upon as intricate and myſterious _ the 
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Rule and Table boy ng Eaſter in the Book of 
Common Prayer, and to vindicate it from the Ex- 
ceptions of all Oppoſers whatſoever. 

Thoſe whom I reckon principally concern'd in his 
Diſputation upon this Subject, in the ſame Preface, 
are the Compoſers of Almanacks and the Diſſenters. 
Tis true, he mentions only the Latter, but by a 
Side-Wind he ſtrikes at the Former. 

He begins thus. 

Trey (the Diſſenters) aledge it as one Reaſon of 
their Diſſenti n, that Eaſler is put wrong in the Kalen- 
dar before the Common Prayer-Book, and that thereſort 
they cannct give their Aſſeat and Conſent thereto, Then 
he adds, It is a very odd Thing, that this | rt of People, 
who are atainſt keeving any Eaſter at all, ſhould raiſe 
any Quarrel about the Time of its Obſervance. | 

Perhaps, it is, Becauſe (when they are obliged to 
ſpeak of that which does not concern them) they 
are Willing to ſpeak with Caution, But leaving them 
to return their own Anſwer atytheir Leiſure, We 
proceed. R217 4-3 

The Doctor. in the next Place, lays down the 
Words of the Rule in the Kalendar at large ; Eaſter- 
day is always the firſt Sunday after the firſt Full moon, 
which haptens next aiter the One and Twentieth Day of 
March. And if the Full men happens upon "a Sunday, 
Eaſter-Day is the Sunday after. XN 

Then the Object ion uſually urg'd againſt it, as 
followeth. | 

Obj. I we take the common Almanacks, in which ths 
New-Moons and Full. Mons are ſet d un as they are in 
the Heavens, it will ſeldom be found, that the firſt Sunday 
after the firſt Full-Moon, which havpens next after the 
One and Twentieth Day of March, is the Eaſter- day 
which is apbeinted te be obſerv'd according to the Tables in 
the Common-Prayer-B.ck, and that therefore if the Rule 
be true, the Tables muſt be ſalſe. Then 


Then he brings his Solution. 


a, The Sum of what he offers in a Way of Anſwer = 
to this great and preſſing Ob jection, conſiſts of two 
Branches. Fit, He lays down a Diſtin&ion be- 


tween the Natural Full moon ( viz. when the Lumi- 
naries are in dire& Oppoſition to each other; ) and 
_— which he calls] the Eccleſiaftical Full-moon. 
zy this he wou'd juſtify the Rule. Secondly; he takes 

Notice ofa Regreſs of ſeveral Days which the No- 
vendecennial vernal Conjun&ion has made ſince the 
Nicene Council to this preſent Time. By this Lat- 
ter he endeavours to account for the Irregularity of 
the Table. | : | 

In the Management of theſe Two Heads, he pro- 
ceeds thus 2 iP | | 

I anſwer hereto, That it muſt be acknowledged, this 
Objection would be true, were it the natural Full moon 
that is meant in the Rule, But beſi les the natural Full- 
moon, when the Sun and Moon are in direct Oppoſition 
to each other, there is alſo an Eccleſiaſtical Full-moon, 
that is, a Full moon Day, ſo call d by the Church. It is 
of the Ectlefiaſtical Full moon (pref. p. 10) and nos of 
the Natural, that this Rule. is to be underſtood. But (in 
p- 9) he has this obſervable Paſſage, the Natural Full- 
moon, and the Ecclefiaſtical Full-moon fell exactly together, 
awhen the Council of Nice was held That is in other 
Words; (by the Dactor's Conceſſion) The Church Re- 
preſemati us in the Council of Nice, by the Term Full- 
moon, meant no other, than the Natural Full- moon. 
Now therefore, we would ask the Doctor, where- 
ms the Church then by FULL-MOON, meant 
the fifteenth Day, for that is the natural Full moon 
Day.) By what Council's or Arch-prelate's Decree 


or Appointment is it come to paſs, that we muſt 


now underſtand by the Term Full. moon, not the 


Fifteenth Pay, but the eightgenth and nineteenth Depot 
* , the . 


— 
—_ * 3 — A. 6 * * "_ ee ae. 
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the Moon; for ſo far is the Paſchal Limit now © 
commbnly remoy d from the Full moon properly ſo 
.call'd. I cannot but think rhat he was more intent 
(When he form'd his Anſwer) upon ſtopping the 
Mouths of the Objectors, than upon ſearching into 
the Meauing and Purport of the Rule. The Diſtin- 
Eicn (I confeſs) is nice; only there is one Thing 
yet to be ſupplied o render ir current: 

In the mean Time, with Regard to a contro- 
verted Rule in the Book of Common Prayer, its no 
difficult Matter to make it appear, That the ſaid 
Rule by Full. n oon means the very Natural or * 
nomical Full- moon. 

In Order ne Ph I'ſhall only crave Leave to 


lay down One Poſtulatum, which I am perſwaded 
will be readily. granted me. It is this. That the 
good Men who were the Compilers of the Book of Coummon= 
Prayer, defign'd the Edification of all concern d, and con- 
Jequeytly ſtudied to expreſs themſelve: intelligibly (for we 
here Had enough of the Unintelligible Way long 
before: Now tis well known, that the univerſal 
Not ion of Full. moon here, was then, and ſtill is no 
other than that which is, found in our Almanacks, 
The Difſenting Part of the Nation always took the 
Term Full moon in this Senſe; that is for the Natu- 
val or Aſtronomical Full- mocn: Otherwiſe we never 
ſhould have heard any Thing of that Objection 
which is commonly made againſt the Rule. And as 
to thoſe of the Pre atical Perſwaſion, they always 
had the very ſame Notion of it with the Diſſent ers; 
elſe, Tis certain, bardly any One of all thoſe that 
erer were engag'd in this Controverſy would have 
omitted ſo ready and plauſible an Argument as 
this Diſtinction of the Doctor's would have afford» 
ed. And now, can any one think, That they who 
lad the Good of Poſterity fo much i in view (as thoſe 
e worthy 


7551 
worthy Men certainly had) would expreſs them- 
ſelves in ſuch Terms as they cou'd not but know 
wou'd be miſtaken ? Tis therefore ſo far from be- 
ing true, That its conteſted here An4abatarum more, 
What ſuch an Innuendo is as black a Reflection upon 

the Authors of the Rule as I ſhou'd not care to be 
Huilty of. | 


Then again as to the Second Part of his Anſwer 
hich reſpects the Table. 


All that he undertakes to do here, is only to tell 

Ius how the Table came to be faulty. The Table 
as been, and ſtill is chargd with an Error, where- 
y the Eaſter-Feſtival has been juſtl'd our of the pro- 
Wer Seaſon wherein it ought to be obſerv'd. The 
SDo&or's Defence is only an Eudeavour to ſhew how 
this Error came. 

He takes Notice, That, befides the Receſſion ef the 
Equinofial Time, fince the Council of Nice to this preſent 
ta ſon, there is a Regreſs (or Anticipation) of the Nyven- 
Wdecennial vernal Conjunction which amounts to about four 
ays and an half (it is almoſt five Days; ) and ſo 
much according to him the Paſchal-Term as it now ſtands, 
s diſtant from the Place wherein it formerly was ; that is 
About five Days. Comp. pref. with p. 246 of the 


Fo Book. 


In the Beginning of Time (as I find it by Calcu- 
Jation) the Vernal Equinox, ſuppoſing the Year in 
the Julian Form, wou'd be found about the twenty 
firſt of our April. And the Moon which is now 
the true Novendecennial Vernal moon had her Con- 
juncction with the Sun then upon the nineteenth Day 
of March. When the famous Council of Nice was 
held, it was come (according to the Apprehenſion 
of thoſe Unaſtronomical Times) to the fifth Day of 


0 B March. 
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March. And now, ak Year 172 1, the ſame Cons 
junction is found 2 have receded behind March, into 
february ; for it ig à continual Regreſs. | 

That there is an Error in the Table the Doctor 
OWNS, AS above mentioned. That Error he accounts 
tor thus. Look how much the Nineteeath Tears firſt 
iernal Moon hath her Conjunction with the Sun ſhort 4 
tha: Point of Time, wherein that ſame Moon had her Con- 
junctia with the Sun at the Time of the Council of Nice 
o much (or ſo many Day ) the Eafter-Limit (or the Day 
of the Paſchal Term) is uow diſtant from the Day uhere- 
n it ua at the Time of the Nicene Council. This in 
Mort is the Account he gives of this ſo much can- N 
vaſo'd Tabular Error. 

Now if the Caſe ſtands as by him here ſtated andy 
cietermin'd, we Sou d ask again, IIow comes it to 
paſs that the Reereſs of the Novendecennial vernal 
Con junction does not keep even Pace with the Re. 
move of the Paſchal- Term from the Full-moon Day 
in FP Paſchal-Moon 3 "Tis moſt certain that it does my 

That Regreſs being now well nigh froe Days = 

— the Council of A ice; who wou'd expect the A 
atorement ion d Rem ve to beat all three Days (as it 
often is) if the Poctor's Account were right? It's] 
-lrogether needleis to produce the Inſtances ; for it 
is very well known to all that are but moderately ac- 
quainted with theſe Things, that even no the Eaſter 
Limit is very often the eighteenth Day of the Moon 
that is the third Day after the Day of the Full. 

moon; Whereas it mult always have gone to the! 
Tuentieth according to him. And again if we look 
many Hundreds of Years back, we find by inconte'F: 
table Proof and Evidence, that the Paſchal-Term or 
Faſter-Limit was no leſs than three Days beyond the 
Day of the Full- moon. 
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a How can he ſay, S much (that is, as the Interval 
into ¶ of the aforeſaid regreſs amounts to) does our Eaſt. 
limit now over-run that which was the Eaſter-Limi: 
Joctor Paſchal- Term at the Time of the Council of Nice? No 


goon ſuch Matter. The very Year 1668 which he 'ups.: 
s firſt another Occaſion makes uſe of for an Inltance,” wi. 
yort of Fconfute this. That Year the Paſchal-Limit was thr-: 
th ws Days only beyond the Natural Full-moon Day 


Which Full-moon Day as he himſelf owns was the 


be Day J Primitive Paſchal- Term Day; comp. pref. with p. 
Wer 42 of the Book:) Where are the five? or fen, 
git either? N. 


When the Epa& is 28 or 29, the Paſchal - Term is 
our Days beyond the Natural Full- moon Day; Bur 


d andy hen, that is owing to another Cauſe which 
ic co plainly perceive has eſcap'd the Doctors Ooſer- 
vernal 427.84 | 

he Ke. Upon the whole therefore, Tis obvious tha: 
= Ll Ihe Error committed by the Conſtructors of the Tu- 


Ple has all along given a helping Hand to the Re- 
Pays greſſion of the Equinox to thruſt our folemn Feaſt 0, 
ect the Eaſter out of it's due Place. As to the Original, 


(as it auſe, Progreſs, &c. of that fame Error, I ſhall u: 
t? It Preſent leave em to the further Search of others, for 
for it ſhall not affect the honour of the Diſcovery; on! 
rely ac this I ſay, That it we continue ſtill to be of tho 


-Eaſter- 


ame Mind and Temper with that Gentleman who 
Moon 


aid Nulumus mutare, — and ſo affix the Numerat ion ot 


8. xy he Compliment of the Epa& to the Beginning © 
to t 5 reh, the Eaſter-Limit will be fo far from bein 
wo ye regulated by the Full- moon Day, that we ſhall have 


it in Proceſs of Time, in the laſt Quadrature of tl: - 
oon. And as to the Rule, it cannot be made 
{peak as the Doctor wou'd have it, without ſuffe 
ing the fame Violence as the Articles of our Churc. 

ave groaned under, ever ſince the Reftoratiow. 
| B 2 / Tue 


"erm ot 


ond the 
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The People we call Diſſenters (whom the Doctor 
in his, Book ſtiles pervaſe, how juſt and proper the 
Epithec is, I leave the Parties concern'd to diſpute 
it our if they are ſo diſpos d; I ſay the Diſſenters) 
think, they have more Qbje@iongalready againſt one 
Thing or another in our eltabliſh'd Way than have 
been hitherto well anſwer'd. But Dr. Prideaux is 
of another Mind; and therefore he ſupplies em 
with One more; but he anſwers it himſelf. He 
introduces It as followeth. * ; 

© Thus much of the Obje&ion as far as the Diſ- 
© ſenters have urged it. But there being ſomething 
that may be further ſaid on the ſame Argument, 
© vith much more plauſible Appearance of Reaſon, 


ä 


* which the Diſſenters have taken no Notice of, I 
* ſhall do it for em, that ſo by anſwering it, I may} 
© clear this whole Matter, and thereby fully juſtity 
* the Uſage of our Church herein. For it may b 
© objected, that allowing the Full- moon in the Rule 
aof the Kalendar above-mention'd to be the Eccle- 
* fiaſtical.Full-moon, and not the Natural, yet the 
* making of Eaſter-day to be the next Sunday after 
* that Full-moon is contrary to the preſent Uſage 
© of our own Church, and contrary to the Rule 
* which all other Churches have gone by till Pope 
* Gregory's Reformation of the Kalendar. For iſt, It 
© is contrary to the preſent Uſage of our own 
© Church. For in the Tables ſubjoin'd to the ſaid 
Kalendar, Eaſter-day is every where put on the 
* Sunday next after the firſt fourteenth Moon after 
the one and twentieth Pay of March and never 
* otherwiſe. And therefore ſhou'd Eaſter-day be 
* always put according to the Rule above-mention'd 
; on the next Sunday after the Full-moon of that 
. 


Rule, ſeeing no Full- moon can ever happen till 
the fifteenth Day of the Moon, Eaſter-day wou'd 
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, the fifteenth was the Paſchal-Term of the Ancients. 
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* ſometimes fall on a Sunday different from that 
© where it is placed in the Tables, As for Exam- 


* ple, Auno 1668, the placing of Eaſter on the firſt 
© Sunday after tae fifieenth Day of that Moon wou'd 
mike it fall on the twenty ninth of March; but the 
* Tables place it on the twenty ſecond of March, 
* which was the Sunday betore ; and then it was ac- 
© cordingly obſ-rv'd. Thus far he. iger 

The Eaſter Limit in the latter Caſe wou'd fall on 
the 23d of March being Monday; For the Epact be- 
ing 25, taking three Diys of March for the Comple 
ment, and adding 15 more and 5 ( the Regreſs ) the 
whole will be 23. Bur then again in the Former 
Caſe, let 3 and 5 be added to 14, the Sum will be 
22, and ſo the Paſchal Term wou'd. fall upon Sun- 
day, and Eaſter- diy wou'd be upon the 29th of 
March ſtill. So chat here wou'd be a Coincidence ; 
where is the Contradiction? Tho' the Authors of 


the Table for a certain Reaſon have fixt it to the 


22d of March, upon which Day (no doubt) it was 
accordingly obſerv'd. | 
But to come to (that which with him is the ff, 
but for perſpicuity's Sake I take for) the Second Part 
of the Object ion. I: may be objected 2dly, That it is 
contrary to the Rule which all other Churches have gone 
by till the ſaid Reformation of Pope Gregory; becauſe 
till then from the Time of the Council of Nice, their 
Rule hath been, tha: Eaſter-day is always to be the 


firſt Sunday after the firſt fourteenth Moon which ſhall 


happen after the one and twentieth of March, which four- 
teenth Moon is therefore called the Paſchal-Term. 

Auſ. It Fourteenth Moon be taken in a {tri& Sence, 
it is not ſo. Nor is it true according to the Doctor's 
Explication of the Term Hurteenth Moon in his Pre- 
face, For neither the fourteenth Moon, nor indeed 


Bur 


ry £263. 
gut if r take the Senſe of Fuurteenth-Moon with a 


S© © 
4 


due Latitude, it is true; but then the Force of the 


Odjection vaniſhes. 


|. *As to What he himſelf is pleas'd 40 produce b 
way of Anſwer to this Objection, I chink it needleſs 
d having nd becter Foundation than che 
Qbje&ion it ſelf. And here I think it proper to 
remark, that the Doctor | tho' otherwiſe a Great 
Man, ind worthy of much Eſteem for his uſeful 
Labours and excellent Performances ] both in his 
-Prefaces and in his Book, where he handles this Sub- 
ect, ſeems; to have entertain d a very wrong No- 
tian of the old NVeomeniæ; and beſides, be aſcribes 
more Accuracy. to Antiquity in ſome. Things than 
an be allow'd thoſe ruder Times, I mean as to 


9 Aſtronomical Obſervation S. | 


We come now to another Conſideration exhibited 
by him, for Silencing the Clamour of the Objectors. 
Tis this. Were it truly the Natural Full-Moon, and 


- wot the. Ecclefiaſtical, that is meant in the Rule, yet fince 


in this Suppojal it uould be only an aitronomical, and 
. 4 Theological Error, this Rule may be us'd without 


Au. In the Book of Judges, Chap: ix, ver: 35. we 
have an Account of a Man, whoſe Name was Zebul, 
that committed a wilful Blunder in Optics: He acts 


| there the Part of a perfidious. Trickſter. He would 
make t'other [ whoſe Name was Gaal] believe, that 
'inltead of armed Men he ſaw but Shadows. Now, 


if the ſame Zebul ſhou d upon the Occaſion have made 
Uſe of ia. plauſible Diſtinction finely dreſs'd up i 
Terms of Art; I cannot believe. it would have ſerv d 


much to inſpire Gaal with ever the better Thoughts 


.of him for all his Fauriſh. Now in the preſent Cafe, 


ou d one patronize, and aſſert for Truth a known - 
Error even in Things that are pure Q ſimplicite aſtro- 


nomical 


upon an equal Foot in the Book of Commoti-Prayer 
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fomical Which theſe under Confiderition ts 
not; ] *Tis my Opinion, that Theology-wou'd' teas 
kon it not foreign to her Province to take Copgnis 


kzance of the Matter. Tis no Novel Ptactite to 


2 Shelter in the Miſt rais (3 by TRY 
erms and Diflin&tions. « Ly 
Bar after all, the Do&or "ay ap "of 
Something in the Rule and Table that does not ves 
ry well befriend the Reputation of our Book ef Pub» 
lick Service, a Part whereof they have been hitherts 
eſteem d to be; and therefore he cou d even win 
em a little father off. And fo be is br Willing to 
allow them any, other Lafee there than chat 
of a remote Adghuna.' 7%; 25 OO e325 
For thus be faith, 54074 f 
But it ſeems to me, ba 08 m Kale, ak 


| Rule bel aging thereto, is within the Declan ( of 


Aſſent and Conſent, ) and therefore m Error i either 
can be urged as a Reaſon againſt it. For the m an 
Conſent required to be giuen by rhe Af of Uniformity, is 
To the Bcok of Common-Prayer, and Adminifir 
tion of the Sacraments, and other Rites and Cete- 
monies of the Church of England, together with the 
Pſalter or Pſalms of David Hu 1 the _ 
dar nor this Rule belonging to it tam 

any of thoſe Particulars ; and therefore cannot — — 
within that Declaration at 4. If be ſuid, tha 
both the Kalendar and the Rule are in the Book ; "the 
Reply hereto is, So are ſeveral Act. of Parliament, bet W 
one will ſay, that by the Deelaration any Men. or Conſens 


ii given to them. 


An. But it feems to me, that be Rübe aud 
Table are of the ſame Nature and Uſe, and ſtand 


with all thoſe other Directory Notes that ate feat- 


ter 'd — the Whole Book, and interucuen * 


vehemently urge and inſilt for having al. 


{ 216 ] 


| Mm Offices cuntaih'd in it; 1 . 


i the Latter. be a Part ,of the Book, hes Former 
are no leſs ſo... 
07 ITben he adds, fnally, * 


2 But ſubpofing all to be in This _ as the PTY 
object, ro make ſuch a Trifle i to be a Reaſon of breaking 


Commaniou, and J. parating from the C/ urch, is what Men 
common Sen ſe, or com mon Iutegrity may be aſbam' d of. 
Ther, may as well urge the Errata of the Preſs * 7 


| this 3 Fur theſe afford as good a Rea 08 A- 


t AS the other. 
mg But i it 's rather probable, that they ſee Some- 
3 more in the Caſe than x hat the Errata of the 
Preſs can amount to. The Huy Bible is not without 
theſe. Yer, that People do not, nor ever did, that 
E could hear of, take Occaſion from thence to ex- 
cept againſt. its Divine Authority, either in Whole 
or in Part. But no more of this, leſt I ſhould ſeem 


50 forget my firſt profeſſed Intention. 


i; I ſhall now only crave Leave to make this. one 


Bowel. or Propoſal ;. which I hope The 725 that ſo 
hings done 


gecently and in order, will not be unwilling to take 
into Conſideration, viz. That the Obſervation of ths 
Feaſt ofiEaſter be duly regulated: And in order thereto, 
That the Kalendar be reform” d. Not becauſe we affect 
a Conformity to the Romi Synagogue (tho not 4 
few amongſt us both of the Clergy and Laity have 
at a late Junture —— Puget hac Opprobria nobis. 
Et dici potuiſſe et nan fotuiſſe re elli. 
diſcover'd a very ſtrong Inciination to return to that 
Kennel and Sink of Abominat ionę: Now I ſay, not | 
oma we -wou'd affect any ſuch Conformity but 
we Would have Regard to the Congruity of the 
"Thing, and-reſtore Matters to that Beauty that was 
_ [enBampr upon them in their firſi Inſticution. h 
\ iD 
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ſteering our 25 rſe ( 


Og 12 5 ) i the Je 2all i e ee Tine 
the P hat S ae Aud 48 Jo — Eviter-Li4 
mir, od it be he Diy of the Full moo 


acrording to Were Sedlketon which 9Poinr 
cou“ Ave but gain, it wound ( tho” not entirely yet 
in ſome. good Meaſute”) reſtore lt his Ancient! Feft i? 
val to the. Primitive Order aid! Pam ſure} wou 
very, much both e ſe und pleaſe chöſe of our Tribe, 
as it cou d not but be acceptable tð AH HO proteſs 
a juſt Regard and Concern for the * 1, Ober- 


7 of dac red Times. „ 
all eee With” a few Paſſnges bortowsd 
oC rother More. ??: * Mees fof 
Leſt ſome 95 agtin complain - the Year er, 


char the At nick-mikers, are this 
15 ſtaken, 75 ſome did in the Tear 1701, in 
gs 'the Feaf of Eaſter was (as now this in che 
Lear 1709 will'bs kept five Weeks too late 
— This Etœt is no ne Thing; ir having al- 
e happen d fo about 18 Times ſince the Yeat 
1600, wid will again (without *an Emendat ion) 
| 19 Times more before the Year 1800. — There is 
an O der in the Common Prayer Book chat ſays, 
Fer day (on which the Reſt de dend) is alan the 
f., ſe Sunday after the firſt Fu Lan en which happens next 
a/ter the 21ſt of March." And if the Full. moon ha open 
on 4a Sunda „ Eaſter-day is the Sunday after.” .Now 
' bhis is true as” to the Roman Account which 3 is t 


C Pays 


= 


4 — 


—— 


— L—— B — — 


— — 


— 
4 — * - 


* 


183 

65 Days before us, Ki at all agreeable with our 
Account, oy Reaſon'the Vernal Equinox naßpell 
3 generally on their 21ſt of March, but our toth 7 
< Which is the Mitiake. _ Bur here is yet a 

© jurther Error: For contrary to tuis Order i An the 
Con n. ou-prayer Book (tho very erroheous in it 

« ſeit ) find many Times our E.ft:r has not been 
* abſerw d uccording to it, as in the Year 1697, in 
« Which Year the Full- moon happen'd on Saturday 
the 27th of March, abont three in the Afternoon; 
then accordiug to, the Order, Eaſter- d ay ſricy'd 
hate been the 28th of Maich, being the fy Sun- 
« day next follow ing: Bur the Table calculated for 
© 50'Years in the Gig Book, fix'd Paint Sunday on 
that Day, and not Eaſter day, According to the 
© Rule, aud this che Writers of Aimanacks were 
bornd to obſere. — Again in che Lear 1598 the 
like. 80 alſo in the Lear 1750, = Aud 
© in the Year 1705. —— | 
* — This may eaſiy'be remedied withour algevih 
© the Account at ail, only by cor fed ing the Order 
and the Table, above mention, d, tho' the Accoun 
8 mighi be extily done. —. This I only mentiot 
to vindicate Almanach-Writers, who pernaps other 
© wiſe might, this Year as well as tormerly, be rail 
© apainſt for miſtaking the Time; when indeed the 
© are not miſtaken, but compeli'd by a very errone: 
ous Rule and Tabie, to fix the Feaſts accordingly. --- 
© Now in the Lear 1709, (obſerve ) according tc 
© the Order in the Prayer Book,” which ſays Faſter 

© day ſhall be kept the firſt Sunday after the firſ 
« Full- moon which | happens next after the 21ſt o 
March, and it the Full- moon happen on a Sunday 
F Eaſter- day is the Sunday after. Here we hav 
Full- moon April the 13th, being Wedneſday, 9 * 
z in rhe Moraing q Tae next . being 70 


«>; Þ 
„ 


17, is Palm-Sunday, and Eaſter-day not till the 
24th of the ſame Month; which by the, Table 
we are bound to obſerve. So tuat here you ſee 
the Table calculated for 40 Years, which pretends 
to direct us to find the Moveable Feaſts, readily 
- contradicts the Order it ſelf, tho both very erro- 
' neous, and ought to be ſpeedily amended ; or. elſe 
our Moveable Feaſts will in a little Time go quite 
out of all Order. . 
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